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REPLY OF TURN TO COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSED DECISION

Pursuant to Article 14 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, The Utility
Reform Network (TURN) hereby submits this reply to the May 25 opening comments filed by
the other active parties on the Proposed Decision (PD) of Administrative Law Judge (ALJ)
Halligan regarding pricing and contracting for Qualifying Facilities (QFs) in California.

I. Response to the IOUs and DRA on Issues Raised in TURN’s Opening Comments

The opening comments of the three Investor-Owned Utilities (IOUs) and the Division of
Ratepayer Advocates (DRA) raise many of the same concerns that TURN discussed in its
opening comments. All of these parties point out the double counting of variable O&M
expenses that results from the PD’s possibly inadvertent modification to the Edison-proposed
SRAC formula, as shown in the footnotes to Table 4. Edison and SDG&E would solve this
problem by restoring the implied market heat rate adjustment for variable O&M initially
proposed by Edison (and apparently approved by the text of the PD), while PG&E and DRA
would simply drop the O&M adder from the new MIF formula. Either of these approaches
would solve the double counting problem, but TURN believes that the Edison/SDG&E approach
is more consistent with the text of the PD and produces a better result, by employing an explicit
variable O&M factor that is not tied to changes in the price of gas.

All of these parties also identify similar problems with the firm and as-available capacity
payments set forth in the PD. TURN specifically agrees with SDG&E that the as-available
capacity payment should be corrected (reduced) by incorporating appropriate adjustments to
recognize the net energy and ancillary services revenues that the “avoided” combustion turbine
(CT) would otherwise earn in the market. Since as-available QFs do not provide these same
benefits as a modern CT, their capacity payment should only equal the nef capacity cost of a CT,
after deducting the market revenues that an actual CT would generate. TURN also agrees with
PG&E and Edison that the as-available capacity payment should be reduced to zero if, at some
point in the future, as-available QF power no longer counts for Resource Adequacy (RA)
purposes. If that were to occur, the utilities would be required to purchase RA-qualified capacity
somewhere else, and the QFs would no longer be allowing the utilities to avoid those costs.

TURN takes exception to the comments of CAC (p.23), which argue for the elimination
of the ancillary services deduction proposed by SDG&E (and partially adopted in the PD). If the



“avoided” CT were actually built or purchased by the utility, it would provide RA capacity
benefits at all times, as well as net energy value whenever the implied market heat rate exceeds
the actual heat rate of the CT unit, plus non-spinning reserve Ancillary Service (AS) value at
other times. An as-available QF, on the other hand, provides only energy valued at whatever the
implied market heat rate actually is (no net energy savings), plus RA value to the extent that its
capacity counts for RA purposes (currently based on historical performance during peak
periods). The QF provides no AS value to the utility, and is therefore less valuable than the
actual CT that is displaces. That reduced value must be reflected in the price paid to the as-
available QF, or else its pricing will exceed the utility’s avoided cost.

The IOUs and DRA similarly agree that the MPR-based firm capacity payment should
be adjusted to reflect a deduction for the net energy value that a real combined cycle gas turbine
(CCGT) would produce, due to its favorable heat rate. Edison and SDG&E each proposed such
a calculation, while PG&E and DRA only raised the general point. While TURN agrees in
concept, we submit that the better means of reflecting the real economics of the avoided CCGT
would be to pay firm QFs the full CCGT capacity value, along with a fixed heat rate for their
energy output that is based on the average heat rate of the CCGT proxy unit used to establish the
MPR capacity value. This is consistent with the fixed heat rate recommendation of CAC (pp.7-
8), except that CAC proposes a 7500 MMBTU/kWh heat rate, which significantly exceeds the
6918 MMBTU/kWh average heat rate adopted in the MPR calculation. !

II. Response to the OF Parties on Issues Raised in TURN’s Opening Comments

TURN takes strong exception to the comments filed by the QF Parties, to the extent that
they argue for an SRAC heat rate higher than the implied market heat rate adopted in the PD.
Contrary to some of the QF Party comments, the current day-ahead energy market is NOT a
“dump” market for “economy energy” similar to the daily spot market that existed prior to
industry restructuring. The product traded in the day-ahead market today is firm (liquidated
damages — “LD”) energy, for which the buyer has recourse in the event of non-delivery. That

product, plus an unbundled RA capacity product, is all that Load Serving Entities (LSEs) such as

1 If and only if the Commission adopts the 6918 MPR heat rate for firm QFs, as TURN has advocated, then TURN
could support the CCC recommendation (p.24) to increase the firm capacity payment from $104 per kW-yr to $118.
But even the $104 capacity payment would be too high if the firm QF were allowed to sell its energy at the implied
market heat rate (SRAC), which significantly exceeds the heat rate of the proxy CCGT unit on which the $104/$118
capacity payment was based.



the IOUs need to purchase in order to meet their procurement obligations. Thus, day-ahead
energy plus RA capacity equals the full value of the IOUs’ avoided costs of QF power.

CCC’s comments complain at length about “out-of-market” RMR and MOO dispatches
by the CAISO, and assert that those costs should somehow be reflected in SRAC payments. To
the contrary, such “reliability must run” units were a/ways reflected in the computer model runs
used to calculate the Incremental Energy Rate (IER) for QF pricing purposes historically, and
their inclusion had the very same effect -- reducing the IER -- as RMR and MOO units have on
the market price of electricity today. That effect is therefore nothing new, and nothing that this
Commission needs to correct.2 Moreover, CCC proves too much with its argument that:
“Generators do not expect to recover their costs through NP- 15/SP-15 Prices, but instead can
make up the "missing money" through their RA contracts” (p.5). While the statement itself is
true, those RA contracts are subject to a maximum $40 per kW-yr “waiver trigger,” as described
in TURN’s opening comments. Thus, RA contracts earn generators far less than the capacity
payments advocated by CCC in this case. CCC doesn’t just want the “missing money;” it wants
a whole lot more!

Finally, CCC errs in its attempt to equate the “elasticity factor” developed by E3 for
inclusion in the cost-effectiveness analysis of energy efficiency programs with its request for an
upward adjustment to QF energy payments (pp.8-9). When customers reduce their energy usage
through increased end use efficiency, they benefit both directly from their reduced consumption
and indirectly from the reduction in market prices that comes with reduced demand. Thus, it is
appropriate to consider both effects in evaluating the cost-effectiveness of a proposed energy
efficiency program that will be funded by those customers. In contrast, when a supplier (QF or
otherwise) adds more supply to the market, there will indeed be some downward pressure on the
market price, but no supplier in any market anywhere is able to capture the value of what that
market price “would have been” absent that supplier’s presence in the market. What the CCC
position really translates to is an argument that “if [ withheld my supply from the market then
prices would be higher, so you should pay me that higher price in order to get me to produce.”
But that is not avoided cost pricing, rather it is a reflection of monopoly pricing, which surely

was not the intent of PURPA.

2 It should also be noted that the Commission’s implementation of its RA program has dramatically reduced the
CAISO’s reliance on RMR and MOO dispatches.



CCC also argues, at page 13, that this Commission should not attempt to lower SRAC
energy payments below avoided cost in order to compensate for current QF contract capacity
payments that are above market. In principle TURN agrees with this statement, and we have not
argued that this Commission should artificially reduce SRAC for this reason (although we do
advocate a lower SRAC than that proposed by CCC). TURN must point out, however, that to
the extent that capacity prices in legacy QF contracts are above the current value of capacity in
the market, such payments will have the effect of cushioning those QFs against the impact of
reducing SRAC to reflect today’s market price of energy. We make this point NOT to suggest
that SRAC should be set below true avoided cost, but rather to emphasize that any QFs that claim
they will not to be able to survive on their current capacity payments plus the revised SRAC
adopted in the PD must be very inefficient indeed, since their total payments will still exceed the
utilities’ avoided costs until the current contractual capacity payments expire.

IEP asserts, at pages 7-8, that the “approved MIF invites price manipulation by the
purchasing utilities,” and complains that the PD fails to address its arguments in any detail. In
fact, the types of potential “manipulation” that IEP cites are already barred by other rules and
regulations. For example, this Commission’s requirement that the IOUs follow the principles of
least-cost dispatch would preclude the utilities from “substituting higher-cost retained generation
or purchased energy for energy that would otherwise be purchased” from the market. Any IOU
that attempted to do this would be in violation of the least-cost dispatch rule. Similarly, alleged
utility under-scheduling of load is no longer possible given the CAISO’s 95% day-ahead
scheduling requirement. The PD is therefore correct in dismissing concerns about alleged IOU

market manipulation, because any such actions are already prohibited by other effective rules.

III. TURN Supports the OFs on Some Issues

TURN does see merit in some of the issues raised by the QF Parties. For example,
CCC'’s detailed descriptions of how burner tip gas prices should be derived (Appendix C to the
CCC comments) are reasonable and should be adopted. In particular, TURN agrees with CCC
that “PG&E City Gate” gas prices should be used in lieu of an arbitrary 50/50 average of border
prices at Malin and Topock. The PG&E City Gate is a more liquid trading point, and its use
would eliminate the concerns raised by IEP (p.9) about which PG&E backbone transmission rate
to assume in the burner tip price calculation. Adoption of the detailed CCC recommendations on

gas prices would also clarify several of the other ambiguities identified by IEP on page 9.



Likewise, TURN tends to agree with the comments of CAC, CCC and IEP regarding
their concerns with the “heat rate collar” element of the Edison SRAC proposal. Given that the
adopted formula already relies upon a rolling /2-month average implied market heat rate, it is
not clear to TURN that the “collar” is necessary to mitigate volatility in the SRAC price. TURN
submits that the issues of whether or not a collar (or a “cap and floor”) is needed and, if so, what
it should be, would best be deferred to the post-decision workshop that we recommended in our
opening comments. Pending the results of that workshop, TURN believes that no collar needs to
be included in the SRAC calculation for the time being.

TURN further agrees with CAC (pp.13-14) that it would be reasonable to modify the PD
to make it clear that QF projects of 25 MW or less that consume at least 25% of their power
internally, and sell all of their additional output to the utility, should be eligible for longer-term
contracts without passing an “over-subscription” test. Such projects cannot effectively
participate in CAISO markets due to various CAISO rules, and as long as their “put option” to
the utility is limited in size, the system should be able to accommodate these relatively small as-
available deliveries without too much difficulty. We also do not object to CAC’s proposal to
modify the MW limit originally proposed by TURN such that it would be stated as an annual
GWh limit, rather than as a capacity limit. However, in that case TURN would recommend a
slightly lower limit, equal to 20 MW x 8760 x .75, or 131.4 GWh.

CAC also recommends (p.10) that the new contract forms for QFs allow for increases to
the capacity amount stated in the contract (and compensation for that capacity) if the increase is
accomplished “in the normal course of business,” as that term is defined in Public Utilities Code
Section 371. TURN could support that proposal if and only if the recommendations in our
opening comments on necessary adjustments to the SRAC and capacity pricing set forth in the
PD are adopted. As long as the prices paid to QFs do not exceed the utilities’ avoided costs,
there should be no harm in allowing these limited increases in project capacity to be paid for
under the contract terms.3 On the other hand, if the Commission’s decision allows for continued
above-market payments to QFs under new contracts, such incidental capacity increases would

increase the burden on ratepayers and would have to be negotiated with the purchasing utility.

3 This assumes that the projects in question are compliant with GHG requirements, as set forth in SB 1368 and
D.07-01-039.



IV. Many Parties Agree that the PD Lacks Sufficient Detail on Certain Issues

In our opening comments, TURN suggested that the Commission provide for a post-
decision implementation workshop to address certain more detailed issues that were not clearly
resolved in the PD. Many of the parties raise similar concerns, and some even propose a form of
workshop process to address areas of ambiguity or lack of resolution in the PD.

For example, virtually every commenting party expressed concerns about the PD’s
discussion of “Time-of-Use Periods and Factors.” That issue is clearly one that would benefit
from workshop discussions among the active parties, and could very well be resolved in that
forum on a consensus basis. The same may be true with respect to the process for updating the
various components of the capacity and energy prices adopted in the PD. Likewise, if the “heat
rate collar” element is removed from the SRAC formula for the time being, as suggested above,
the parties could also address that issue in the workshop.

IEP’s comments (pp.8-11) included a fairly lengthy list of issues that were not clearly
resolved by the PD, at least from that party’s perspective. Without commenting on each and
every specific item on IEP’s list, TURN agrees that many of these issues should either be

addressed in the PD, as discussed above, or deferred to the workshop process.

V. Any Workshop Process Should Not Delay Implementation of the Decision

While TURN believes that a workshop process would be quite helpful in resolving a
number of detailed implementation issues, we cannot support CAC’s proposal (pp.15-16) that
implementation of the entire decision be delayed until such a process is completed. In TURN’s
view, the issues that may remain open after the Commission renders its decision here — possible
changes to TOU/TOD periods and factors, protocols for updating of payments in future years,
potential use of a heat rate “collar,” and the terms of any new contracts -- are not essential to the
current implementation of the SRAC and as-available capacity payment changes that would be
adopted in the PD.

While CAC is clearly concerned that the IOUs may attempt to delay the availability of
the new standard contracts approved in the PD, TURN believes that there is even greater grounds
for concern that the QFs would seek to delay the resolution of any workshop issues in order to
postpone any reduction in their SRAC payments for as long as possible. Since the PD is clear in
its conclusion that the current formula must be changed in order to limit future SRAC payments

to the utilities’ true avoided costs, it would be unfair to consumers (and possibly even illegal) to



delay implementation of those necessary changes while the detailed terms of the new QF

contracts are being worked out. Thus, while TURN agrees with CAC that the workshop process
and development of the new contract forms should proceed expeditiously, and with no tolerance
for unnecessary stalling tactics, we cannot support an indefinite delay to the necessary near-term

pricing changes that the PD would require.

VI. TURN Agrees with DRA that a New “OF Gold Rush” Must Be Avoided

At page 3 of its comments, DRA raises a very important point regarding the execution of
the new QF contracts authorized in the PD:

In addition, the establishment of new standard offers could result in a
repeat of the events of the mid-1980’s where hundreds of projects totaling over
10,000 MW of capacity signed contracts in the span of a few weeks, referred to as
the “QF gold rush,” thereby burdening utilities and ratepayers with much more
power than was needed or economic at the time. If the Commission is going to
resurrect standard offer contracts, it must also ensure that a reoccurrence of the
gold rush does not take place. One simple means is to specify that a contract is
not considered to have been executed and legally binding unless it has been
signed by both the QF and the utility. By contrast, in the 1980’s, the QF’s
signature alone was required to execute a standard offer contract. This
significantly limited the ability of utilities and other parties to prevent the
oversubscription of those contracts. (emphasis added)

TURN fully agrees with DRA on this point. While we believe that it was not the PD’s
intent to authorize a “standard offer” contract such as those made available in the 1980’s that
required only the signature of the QF and not the utility to become binding, that point must be
made unequivocally clear in the Commission’s final decision. The utilities should be required to
promptly enter into contracts in those situations that have been authorized and approved by the
Commission, but “automatic” contract effectiveness upon signature by the QF has proven to be a
very bad idea that must not be repeated.

Similarly, TURN agrees with Edison that there must be greater definition to the concept
of “expiring” contracts, as that term is used in the PD. Every existing QF contract will expire at
some point, and thus every such QF could argue that is has an “expiring” contract, and thus seek
to sign up for an additional ten-year term, even if its contract does not expire for a number of
years. Therefore, TURN agrees with Edison (p.5) that new contracts should on/y be available to
those existing QFs whose current contracts will expire within a rolling 24-month window, and to

new QFs that will come online within a rolling 36-month window.



VII. There Must Be Some Upper Limit on the Size of New QF Contracts

PG&E’s comments point out a very disturbing potential problem that this Commission
must address in its decision here. At page 12, the utility reports that Calpine’s Los Medanos
Energy Center, which was constructed as a merchant plant, self-certified with FERC last year as
a 550 MW qualifying cogeneration facility. The PD could not seriously have intended that such
a large facility, which has never been under a QF contract in the past, should be eligible for one
of the new QF contract forms. While TURN has proposed a much smaller maximum size limit
for any new “standard” QF contracts, this Commission must at least require new projects over 50
MW in size (except those selling only a limited amount of energy that is excess to their own
internal usage, as discussed above) to participate in the market through utility solicitations or
bilateral negotiations, on the same basis as other large generators. No good can come from
providing standard QF contracts to units such as Los Medanos, yet that could easily be the result

if the PD is not modified to include some form of maximum size limit.

VIII. This Commission Has a Legal Duty to Address Retroactivity

Edison’s comments (pp.18-19) correctly point out that, under the applicable appellate
court decisions, this Commission has a legal duty to adjust past QF payments that exceeded the
utilities’ avoided costs. There is an abundant record in this proceeding demonstrating that the
current SRAC formula has produced QF prices in excess of the utilities’ avoided costs for at least
the past few years. This Commission cannot simply brush aside this issue by asserting it “has
generally declined to make retroactive downward adjustments.” While true, that assertion does

not acknowledge the court’s mandate on this issue.

IX. Conclusion

TURN generally supports the PD. However, the PD must be modified to correct the

errors identified above, and in our opening comments

Respectfully submitted,
THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK

June 4, 2007 By: /S/

Michel Peter Florio
Senior Attorney
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ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS,

2015 H STREET
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

ANN L. TROWBRIDGE
ATTORNEY AT LAW

DAY CARTER MURPHY LLC
3620 AMERICAN RIVER DRIVE,

SACRAMENTO, CA 95864

DANIEL V. GULINO
RIDGEWOOD POWER MANAGEMENT,

947 LINWOOD AVENUE
RIDGEWOOD, NJ (07450

RICHARD M. ESTEVES
SESCO, INC.
77 YACHT CLUB DRIVE, SUITE

LAKE HOPATCONG, NJ 07849



CAROL A. SMOOTS

PERKINS COIE LLP

607 FOURTEENTH STREET, NW, SUITE 800
WASHINGTON, DC 20005

MICHAEL A. YUFFEE

MCDERMOTT WILL & EMERY LLP
600 THIRTEENTH STREET, N.W.
WASHINGTON, DC 20005-3096

ROBERT SHAPIRO

CHADBOURNE & PARKE LLP
ALLIANCE

1200 NEW HAMPSHIRE AVE. NW
WASHINGTON, DC 20036

RALPH E. DENNIS

DIRECTOR, REGULATORY AFFAIRS
FELLON-MCCORD & ASSOCIATES
CONSTELLATION NEWENERGY-GAS DIVISION
3500

9960 CORPORATE CAMPUS DRIVE, STE 2000
LOUISVILLE, KY 40223

BRIAN HANEY

UTILITY SYSTEM EFFICIENCIES, INC.
1000 BOURBON ST., 341

NEW ORLEANS, LA 70116

DAVID SAUL
C00
SOLEL, INC.

701 NORTH GREEN VALLEY PKY, STE 200
HENDERSON, NV 89074

RASHA PRINCE

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC
555 WEST 5TH STREET, GT14D6
FACILITIES OPERA

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013

JOSEPH B. WILLIAMS
MCDERMOTT WILL & EMERGY LLP
600 THIRTEENTH STREET, N.W.
WASHINGTON, DC 20005-3096

ANAN H. SOKKER

LEGAL ASSISTANT

CHADBOURNE & PARKE LLP
1200 NEW HAMPSHIRE AVE. NW
WASHINGTON, DC 20036

TANDY MCMANNES
SOLAR THERMAL ELECTRIC

101 OCEAN BLUFFS BLVD.APT.504
JUPITER, FL 33477-7362

DOUGLAS MCFARLAN

VP, PUBLIC AFFAIRS

MIDWEST GENERATION EME

440 SOUTH LASALLE ST., SUITE

CHICAGO, IL 60605

JANET DOYLE

KRAMER JUNCTION COMPANY
1636 AJAX LANE
EVERGREEN, CO 80439

CHRISTOPHER HILEN
ASSISTANT GENERAL COUNSEL
SIERRA PACIFIC POWER COMPANY
6100 NEIL ROAD

RENO, NV 89511

HOWARD W. CHOY
DIVISION MANAGER
LOS ANGELES COUNTY ISD,

1100 NORTH EASTERN AVENUE



DAVID L. HUARD

ATTORNEY AT LAW

LLP

MANATT, PHELPS & PHILLIPS, LLP
11355 WEST OLYMPIC BOULEVARD
LOS ANGELES, CA 90064

CURTIS KEBLER

GOLDMAN, SACHS & CO.
REGISTRY

2121 AVENUE OF THE STARS
1640

LOS ANGELES, CA 90067

MICHAEL J. GIBBS

ICF CONSULTING

COMPANY

14724 VENTURA BLVD., NO. 1001
SHERMAN OAKS, CA 91403

ERIC J. ISKEN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

LAURA GENAO

ATTORNEY AT LAW

4D

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

TORY S. WEBER
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
ELECTRIC/SOCALGAS

2131 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

LOS ANGELES, CA 90063

RANDALL W. KEEN
MANATT, PHLEPS & PHILLIPS,

11355 WEST OLYMPICS BLVD.
LOS ANGELES, CA 90064

SAM HITZ
CALIFORNIA CLIMATE ACTION

515 S. FLOWER STREET, STE

LOS ANGELES, CA 90071

CASE ADMINISTRATION
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON

LAW DEPARTMENT
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

GARY L. ALLEN

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

LIZBETH MCDANNEL

2244 WALNUT GROVE AVE., QUAD

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

JOY C. YAMAGATA
SAN DIEGO GAS &

8330 CENTURY PARK COURT
SAN DIEGO, CA 91910



DON WOOD

PACIFIC ENERGY POLICY CENTER
4539 LEE AVENUE

LA MESA, CA 91941

KEITH W. MELVILLE
ATTORNEY AT LAW
SEMPRA ENERGY

101 ASH STREET

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

DONALD C. LIDDELL, P.C.
DOUGLASS & LIDDELL
DIRECTOR

2928 2ND AVENUE

SCHOOL OF LAW

SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

WILLIAM E. POWERS

POWERS ENGINEERING

4452 PARK BLVD., STE. 209
CP31E

SAN DIEGO, CA 92116

CHUCK MANZUK

SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CP32D

SUSTAINABLE ENERGY

8330 CENTURY PARK CT

SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

JOSEPH KLOBERDANZ

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
COMPANY

8330 CENTURY PARK COURT

SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

JOHN W. LESLIE
ATTORNEY AT LAW
LUCE, FORWARD, HAMILTON & SCRIPPS, LLP

TIM HEMIG

NRG ENERGY, INC.

1819 ASTON AVENUE, SUITE 105
CARLSBAD, CA 92008

GREG BASS

SEMPRA ENERGY SOLUTIONS
101 ASH STREET. HQO9

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101-3017

SCOTT J. ANDERS
RESEARCH/ADMINISTRATIVE

UNIVERSITY OF SAN DIEGO

5998 ALCALA PARK
SAN DIEGO, CA 92110

CENTRAL FILES
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC
8330 CENTURY PARK COURT,

SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

IRENE M. STILLINGS
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
CALIFORNIA CENTER FOR

8690 BALBOA AVE., STE. 100
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123

DESPINA PAPAPOSTOLOU
SAN DIEGO GAS AND ELECTRIC

8330 CENTURY PARK COURT-CP32H
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123-1530

LAWRENCE KOSTRZEWA
REGIONAL VP, DEVELOPMENT
EDISON MISSION ENERGY



11988 EL CAMINO REAL, SUITE 200
1700
SAN DIEGO, CA 92130

PHILIP HERRINGTON
REGIONAL VP, BUSINESS MANAGEMENT
EDISON MISSION ENERGY

18101 VON KARMAN AVENUE, STE 1700

IRVINE, CA 92612-1046

BARRY LOVELL

BERRY PETROLEUM COMPANY

5201 TRUXTUN AVE., SUITE 300
BAKERSFIED, CA 93309

CHRIS KING

CALTIFORNIA CONSUMER EMPOWERMENT
ONE TWIN DOLPHIN DRIVE

CARDOZO

REDWOOD CITY, CA 94065

94080

STEVEN A. LEFTON

VP POWER PLANT PROJECTS

FELLMAN

APTECH ENGINEERING SERVICES INC.
PO BOX 3440

SUNNYVALE, CA 94089-3440

MATTHEW FREEDMAN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

COMMISSION

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK

711 VAN NESS AVENUE, SUITE 350
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

KAREN TERRANOVA

ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP

120 MONTGOMERY STREET, STE 2200
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

2200

18101 VON KARMAN AVE., STE

IRVINE, CA 92612-1046

JIM MCARTHUR

PLANT MANAGER

ELK HILLS POWER, LLC
PO BOX 460

4026 SKYLINE ROAD
TUPMAN, CA 93276

JANIS C. PEPPER

CLEAN POWER MARKETS, INC.
PO BOX 3206

LOS ALTOS, CA 94024

MARC D. JOSEPH
ATTORNEY AT LAW
ADAMS, BROADWELL, JOSEPH &

601 GATEWAY BLVD., STE. 1000

SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO, CA

DIANE I. FELLMAN
LAW OFFICE OF DIANE I.

234 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

NOEL OBIORA
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES

LEGAL DIVISION
ROOM 4107
505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

NORA SHERIFF
ATTORNEY AT LAW
ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP

120 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104



ROD AOKI
ATTORNEY AT LAW
ALCANTAR & KAHL, LLP

120 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 2200

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

ED LUCHA

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
COMPANY

77 BEALE STREET, MAIL CODE B9SA
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

MARK R. HUFFMAN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

COMPANY

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
BOA

77 BEALE STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

CALIFORNIA ENERGY MARKETS
517-B POTRERO AVE

RITCHIE & DAY

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94110

JANINE L. SCANCARELLT

ATTORNEY AT LAW

ECONOMICS

FOLGER, LEVIN & KAHN, LLP

275 BATTERY STREET, 23RD FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

ROBERT B. GEX

ATTORNEY AT LAW,

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP

505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE 800
800

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-6533

CHARLES R. MIDDLEKAUFF

CHRIS ANN DICKERSON, PHD
FREEMAN, SULLIVAN & CO.
100 SPEAR ST., 17/F

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

MARC KOLB
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC

77 BEALE STREET, B918
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

TOM JARMAN
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC

77 BEALE STREET, MAIL CODE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105-1814

BRIAN T. CRAGG
ATTORNEY AT LAW
GOODIN MACBRIDE SQUERI

505 SANSOME STREET, SUITE 900
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

REN ORENS
ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL

353 SACRAMENTO ST., STE 1700
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

STEVEN F. GREENWALD
ATTORNEY AT LAW

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE, LLP
505 MONTGOMERY STREET, SUITE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-6533

LAW DEPARTMENT FILE ROOM



ATTORNEY
COMPANY

PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY LAW DEPT.

PO BOX 7442
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94120

MARGARET D. BROWN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 7442

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94120-7442

LYNNE BROWN
VICE PRESIDENT

CALIFORNIANS FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY,

ENERGY, INC.
24 HARBOR ROAD
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94124

GRACE LIVINGSTON-NUNLEY
ASSISTANT PROJECT MANAGER
COMPANY

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000 MAIL CODE B9A

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

NINA BUBNOVA

CASE MANAGER

COMPANY

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000, MAIL CODE BSA

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

KENNETH E. ABREU
853 OVERLOOK COURT
SAN MATEO, CA 94403

MARK HARRER
56 ST. TIMOTHY CT.
DANVILLE, CA 94526

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC

PO BOX 7442
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94120-7442

EDWARD C. REMEDIOS
33 TOLEDO WAY
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94123-2108

MAURICE CAMPBELL
MEMBER
CALIFORNIANS FOR RENEWABLE

1100 BRUSSELS ST.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94134

KATHERINE RYZHAYA
PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC

MAIL CODE BO9A
PO BOX 770000
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177

VALERIE J. WINN
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC

PO BOX 770000, BOA
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177-0001

MARK J. SMITH

FPL ENERGY

3195 DANVILLE BLVD, STE 201
ALAMO, CA 94507

ANDREW J. VAN HORN
VAN HORN CONSULTING
12 LIND COURT
ORINDA, CA 94563



ALEXANDRE B. MAKLER

CALPINE CORPORATION

AFFAIRS

3875 HOPYARD ROAD, SUITE 345
PLEASANTON, CA 94588

PETER W. HANSCHEN
ATTORNEY AT LAW
MORRISON & FOERSTER, LLP

101 YGNACIO VALLEY ROAD, SUITE 450

WALNUT CREEK, CA 94596

MRW & ASSOCIATES, INC.

1814 FRANKLIN STREET, SUITE 720

720
OAKLAND, CA 94612

WILLIAM A. MONSEN
MRW & ASSOCIATES, INC.

1814 FRANKLIN STREET, SUITE 720

OAKLAND, CA 94612

JANICE LIN

MANAGING PARTNER
STRATEGEN CONSULTING LLC
146 VICENTE ROAD
BERKELEY, CA 94705

ROBERT SARVEY
501 W. GRANTLINE RD
TRACY, CA 95376

RICHARD MCCANN
M.CUBED

2655 PORTAGE BAY ROAD, SUITE 3

DAVIS, CA 95616

AVIS KOWALEWSKI
DIRECTOR OF REGULATORY

CALPINE CORPORATION
3875 HOPYARD ROAD, SUITE 345
PLEASANTON, CA 94588

J.A. SAVAGE

CALIFORNIA ENERGY CIRCUIT
3006 SHEFFIELD AVE.
OAKLAND, CA 94602

DAVID HOWARTH
MRW & ASSOCIATES, INC.
1814 FRANKLIN STREET, SUITE

OAKLAND, CA 94612

REED V. SCHMIDT

BARTLE WELLS ASSOCIATES
1889 ALCATRAZ AVENUE
BERKELEY, CA 94703-2714

CHRISTOPHER J. MAYER
MODESTO IRRIGATION DISTRICT
PO BOX 4060

MODESTO, CA 95352-4060

JOHN C. GABRIELLT
GABRIELLI LAW OFFICE
430 D STREET

DAVIS, CA 95616

SHAWN SMALLWOOD, PH.D.
3108 FINCH ST.
DAVIS, CA 95616-0176



DAVID MORSE
1411 w, COVELL BLVD., SUITE 106-292
DAVIS, CA 95616-5934

STEVEN A. GREENBERG
DISTRIBUTED ENERGY STRATEGIES
4100 ORCHARD CANYON LANE
VACAVILLE, CA 95688

DAVID REYNOLDS

ASPEN SYSTEMS CORPORATION
5802 BALFOR ROAD

ROCKLIN, CA 95765

EDWARD J TIEDEMANN

KRONICK MOSKOVITZ TIEDEMANN AND GIRARD
INC.

27TH FLOOR

400 CAPITOL MALL

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

WILLIAM W. WESTERFIELD IIT
ATTORNEY AT LAW

DISTRICT

ELLISON, SCHNEIDER & HARRIS LLP
2015 H STREET

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

RICHARD LAUCKHART

HENWOOD ENERGY SERVICES, INC.
GOVERNMENTAL

2379 GATEWAY OAKS DRIVE, SUITE 200
SACRAMENTO, CA 95833

KAREN LINDH
LINDH & ASSOCIATES
7909 WALERGA ROAD, NO. 112, PMB 119

BRIAN THEAKER

WILLIAMS POWER COMPANY
3161 KEN DEREK LANE
PLACERVILLE, CA 95667

DOUG DAVIE
DAVIE CONSULTING, LLC
3390 BEATTY DRIVE

EL DORADO HILLS, CA 95762

DAN L. CARROLL

ATTORNEY AT LAW

DOWNEY BRAND, LLP

555 CAPITOL MALL, 10TH FLOOR
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

KEVIN WOODRUFF
WOODRUFF EXPERT SERVICES,

1100 K STREET, SUITE 204
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

VIKKI WOOD
SACRAMENTO MUNICIPAL UTILITY

6301 S STREET, MS A204
SACRAMENTO, CA 95817-1899

E. JESUS ARREDONDO
DIRECTOR, REGULATORY AND

NRG ENERGY, INC.
3741 GRESHAM LANE
SACRAMENTO, CA 95835

PATRICK HOLLEY
COVANTA ENERGY CORPORATION
2829 CHILDRESS DR.



ANTELOPE, CA 95843

ANNE FALCON

EES CONSULTING, INC.
570 KIRKLAND AVE

780

KIRLAND, WA 98033

State Service

PETER LATI

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMISSION

ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

320 WEST 4TH STREET SUITE 500

LOS ANGELES, CA 90013

CAROL A. BROWN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMISSION

DIVISION OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGES
ROOM 5103

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DONNA J. HINES

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMISSION

ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH
ROOM 4102

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JULIE HALLIGAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMISSION

CONSUMER PROTECTION AND SAFETY DIVISION
ROOM 2203

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MERIDETH STERKEL

ANDERSON, CA 96007-3563

DONALD SCHOENBECK
RCS, INC.
900 WASHINGTON STREET, SUITE

VANCOUVER, WA 98660

AMY C. YIP-KIKUGAWA
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES

LEGAL DIVISION
ROOM 5135
505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CHARLYN A. HOOK
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES

LEGAL DIVISION
ROOM 4107
505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JERRY OH
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES

WATER BRANCH
ROOM 3200
505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MATTHEW DEAL
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES

EXECUTIVE DIVISION
AREA 4-A
505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MIKHAIL HARAMATI



CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMISSION

ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ROBERT KINOSIAN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMISSION

DRA - ADMINISTRATIVE BRANCH

ROOM 4205

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

SEPIDEH KHOSROWJAH

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMISSION

ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH
ROOM 4101

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

STEVE LINSEY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMISSION

CONSUMER ISSUES ANALYSIS BRANCH
PRICING BRANCH

ROOM 2013

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

SUSANNAH CHURCHILL

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMISSION

ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

THERESA CHO

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMISSION

EXECUTIVE DIVISION

PRICING BRANCH

ROOM 5207

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

TRACI BONE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILIT

IES

ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

AREA 4-A
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA

ROBERT L. STRAUSS
CALIF PUBLIC UTILIT

94102-3214

IES

ENERGY RESOURCES BRANCH

AREA 4-A
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA

SHANNON EDDY
CALIF PUBLIC UTILIT

EXECUTIVE DIVISION
ROOM 4102

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA

SUDHEER GOKHALE
CALIF PUBLIC UTILIT

94102-3214

IES

94102-3214

IES

ELECTRICITY RESOURCES &

ROOM 4209
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA

TERRIE D. PROSPER
CALIF PUBLIC UTILIT

EXECUTIVE DIVISION
ROOM 5301

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA

THOMAS ROBERTS
CALIF PUBLIC UTILIT

94102-3214

IES

94102-3214

IES

ELECTRICITY RESOURCES &

ROOM 4205
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA

SNULLER PRICE

94102-3214



CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ECONOMICS

LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5206

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ANDREW ULMER

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
1416 NINTH STREET

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

DON SCHULTZ

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OVERSIGHT BOARD

ELECTRICITY RESOURCES & PRICING BRANCH
770 L STREET, SUITE 1050

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

MICHAEL JASKE
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION

COMMISSION

1516 9TH STREET, MS-500
PLANNING

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

MARY ANN MILLER

ELECTRICITY ANALYSIS OFFICE
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH STREET, MS 20
SACRAMENTO, CA 96814-5512

Top of Page
Back to INDEX OF SERVICE LISTS

ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL

101 MONTGOMERY, SUITE 1600
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

BRADLEY MEISTER

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH STREET, MS-26
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

KRIS G. CHISHOLM
CALIFORNIA ELECTRICITY

770 L STREET,
SACRAMENTO, CA

SUITE 1250
95814

WADE MCCARTNEY
CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES

DIVISION OF STRATEGIC

770 L STREET,
SACRAMENTO, CA

SUITE 1050
95814

RON WETHERALL

ELECTRICITY ANALYSIS OFFICE
CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION
1516 9TH STREET MS 20
SACRAMENTO, CA 96814-5512



